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ii. 34. 31; Santen proposed tu satins musam leviorem imitere Phiktae; 
Postgate reads t. s. musis I, i. Philetam. Dr. Enk misquotes both scholars. 

ii. 34. 61-82: Dr. Enk seems not to be aware that Marx had proposed 
this order. 

iii. 3. 33: Scaliger should be credited with the reading adopted. 

iii. 7. 22: Dr. Enk ascribes to Thompson quae notat Argynnus praeda 
moramtis aquae, whereas he really proposed qua natat. 

iii. 13. 6: Mueller and others are misquoted. They actually read et 
venite rubra. 

iii. 13. 24: the MSS have fida (not fide). 

iii. 15. 3: Guyet (not Hertzberg )should be credited with elatus. 

iii. 17. 27: Baehrens should be credited with the reading adopted. 

iii. 18. 1: Baehrens' tundit is ascribed to Hartman. 

iii. 19. 10: rabidae (not rabida) Itali. 

iii. 21. 25 (last line, p. 276) : the compend Miiller refers to was ux (not ut) . 

iii. 22. 25: soda is given by Hosius to Puccius (not Francius). 

iii. 24. 4: N (not Otto) is Phillimore's warrant for the question mark. 

iv. 1. 88: Hosius gives Schipper's pericla to the Italians. 

iv. 7. 4: for quo via we should perhaps have ad quam viam, or the like. 

iv. 7. 37: et belongs to Luetjohann (not Postgate). 

I am glad to find that Dr. Enk likes my interpretation of iii. 24. 9 ff . 
(A.J.P. XXX, 54 ff.). 

B. O. Foster 

Leland Stanford Junior University 



Latin and Greek in American Education vrith Symposia on the Value 
of Humanistic Studies. Francis W. Kelsey, Editor. New- 
York: Macmillan, 1911. Pp. x+396. $1.50. 

The biggish volume entitled Latin and Greek in American Education 
brings together a number of really significant papers, that are, or ought to 
be, already well known to teachers of the classics in this country. In their 
new form they constitute a valuable and accessible armory, from which even 
the most timid champion of the good cause may draw effective weapons 
either for attack or defense. The contributors represent the most diverse 
walks of life from don to diplomat, from business man to theologian; and 
they are all agreed that the classics offer a most valuable preliminary train- 
ing alike for practical affairs or a professional career. Indeed, the note of 
praise is so uniform that human perversity is likely to react; but even that 
danger is guarded against by the insertion of a number of anti-classical 
letters received by Mr. Harvey W. Wiley in reply to a questionnaire. There 
is practically nothing for a classically minded reviewer to say except by way 
of congratulating the editor both on his undertaking and its execution. The 
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book is welcome and important. It is safe to say that every individual with 
a living interest in our national education ought to read it with care; but 
it is equally certain that it will be least used where it is most needed. 

F. B. N. Hellems 



Sex. Propertii elegiarum libri IV, recensuit Caroltjs Hosius. 
Leipzig: Teubner, 1911. Pp. xiv+190. M. 2. 

This edition at once takes its place as the standard text edition of Proper- 
tius. In the Teubner series it is the successor of Muller's edition which 
antedates it by 41 years. The work is a conservative one, and no startling 
novelties are to be found therein. It is a careful digest of the work of 
scholars in the last generation. 

The preface opens with the statement that one who writes concerning the 
Propertian MSS these days must repeat much that is trite; that Baehrens 
in his edition of 1880 laid a firm foundation not yet overturned; that he 
clearly distinguished the classes, chose good representatives of each, and 
carefully collated the variant readings; but that he erred grievously in judg- 
ing his MSS and in restoring his text. These words show clearly the trend 
of Hosius' edition. The opinion expressed may be said to be the current 
one, though the reviewer, for one, does not agree with this high estimate 
of Baehrens' work. In the Corrigenda the editor states that he received the 
reviewer's article on the MSS of Propertius (Classical Philology VI [1911], 
282) too late for use. It is possible that he would have modified his views 
concerning the MSS had he received it earlier. No new MSS are made use 
of and little is added to our knowledge of the familiar ones, only F having 
been re-examined by Hosius. As a result of this new study of F, Baehrens' 
miserable collation (for which he practically apologized) is corrected in a 
number of places, though by no means in all. Hosius, like Baehrens, fails 
to distinguish between the correcting hands — a matter of detail which is by 
no means unimportant (see Classical Philology, loc. cit.). A few gleanings 
from photographs of N of which Hosius availed himself are added. N is 
rightly rated highest, but the erroneous statement commonly made is 
repeated that it alone is free from the interpolations of the humanists. It is 
even suggested that A is a copy of Petrarch's MS (cf. Classical Philology 
loc. cit.). In 1891 Hosius suggested Neap. IV F 20 as an additional repre- 
sentative of the AF family where A fails us, but he temporarily abandons this 
as a result of Postgate's well-grounded objections and his own re-examination, 
until a careful study (apparently undertaken by a student of his) 1 will estab- 
lish the truth. The Holkham MS (Postgate's L) is adopted into the appa- 
ratus as a good representative of the AF class. Baehrens' DV are accepted 

1 Since this review was written there has appeared (1912) a Greifswald dissertation 
by A. Hanel, a student of Hosius, entitled De Propertii Codice Neapolita.no 268 ( =IV 
F 20). Hanel maintains that this MS is of some value. 



